
I O  Page 1 of 1 4 52 12 AM, 10122103 5413023099 

Ci~mroissioner Michael J Copps 
Fcrlera 1 Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th S t r e e t .  NW 
1,lashingtan. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Lle,3r H i c h a r 1  Cclpps 

I am vriting t u  voice my opposition to a n y  FCC-ma.ndated a d o p t i o n  of " b r o a d c a s t  
11,-7'' t echnology f o r  d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  A s  J consumer and c i t i z e n .  I feel 
~ t . r a n ~ 3 i y  t h a t  such a policy would Le Lad f o r  innova t ion .  consumer r igMts .  and t h e  
iu l t imate  a d o p t i o n  of  DTV 

A r o b u s t ,  c o m ~ , e t i t i v e  market for  consumer e l e c t r o n i c s  must he  r o u t e d  i n  
ill,innfact.urers' a b i l i t y  t o  i n n o v a t e  f o r  t h e i r  c u s t o m e r s .  Allowing mavis s t u d i o s  to  
v r t ~  f e a t u r e s  of DTB-reception equipment vi11 e n a b l e  t h e  s t u d i o s  t o  tel l  
La rhnu log i s t s  what new p r o d u c t s  t h e y  can  create T h i s  vi11 r e s u l t  x n  p r o d u c t s  
th s t .  (3,:in't necrssaril:: reflect what consumers  l i k e  m e  actual l :?  want .  and i t  r n u l d  
resul t  i n  me be ing  charged  nmre money fo r  i n f e r i o r  f u n c t i o n a l i t y  

I t  the FCC ISSUES a Lroadca.s t  f l ag  mandate. I vould  a c t u a l l y  be less 1 i l r e l : r  t o  
11~r3l -a  an investrlrerlt ~n DTU-capahle receivers and other  equiument  I ,:?ill not pa:? 
T , , ~ > Y  for dev ices  that Inni t  m y  rights at  t h e  Lehest of Hollywood Fiadse do not  
~ ~ l i n d a t e  broadc3st f lag  technology f o r  d i g l t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  Thank you f d r  your  time 

L-lnCel"d:7. 

h r l a  Z1n,on,a 
% Z  De:;ter Ave 

tn r town.  MA 0 2 3 ? 2  
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Octuhcr 1 ' 3 .  2003 

Cnmroissioner Michael J Copps 
- 3 r r a l  Communications Commission 
5 1 2 t h  Street .  MW 

i b - i l l n g t n n .  D c 2 0 5 5 4  

I Michael Copps 

I am w r i t i n g  to  vuine m y  uppositlun t o  a n y  FCC-mandated a d u p t i o n  of " 4 r o a d c a s t  
t l , - q "  technology for d i g i t a l  television A s  I? consumer and c i t i z e n .  I fee l  
s t r o n g l : ?  that such a policy would be bad h r  Innoua t ion .  consumer r i g h t s .  and t h e  
u l t i m a t e  a d o p t i o n  of DTV 

A r d u s t ,  c o m p a t l t l n e  market f o r  consumer a l e c t r o n l c s  must be  rooted LII 
~~anufacturer~' ability t o  i n n o v a t e  for  t h e l r  cus tomers .  Allowing movie s t u d m s  to  

t e c h r u l o g i s t s  what new p r o d u c t s  they  can  create. T h i s  will r e s u l t  in a r v d u c t s  
t.lmt. d o n ' t  necessarily reflect what  consumers like me a c t u a l l y  want .  and it cnu ld  
r e s u l t  111 me being cha rged  more money f o r  i n f e r i o r  f u n c t i o n a l i t y  

If t h e  FCC i s s u e s  a b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  manda.te. I vould  a c t u a l l y  be  less L i k e l y  t o  
~ ~ t k t .  a n  inve.--tment ~n DTV-capable r e c e i v e r s  and o t h e r  equipment I v l L 1  n o t  pa:? 
i l~ire for d e v i c e s  t h a t  Innit my r i g h t s  a t  the b e h e s t  of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate b r o a d c a s t  f lag technology f o r  d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n .  Thank YOU for your  t ime 

:3 1 r ,cere  1 y 

Roher t 1,ioare 
4 0 7  L a f a y e t t e  Ave 
~ C i r ~ i n n a t i .  OH 4 5 Z 2 U  
ITS:, 

t.o f e a t u r e s  of DTV-reception equlpment w i l l  e n a b l e  t h e  s t u d i o s  t o  tel l  
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Clctiiher 19. 2 0 0 3  

Zr:mm 1 ss 1 csner 1.1 1 c h a e  1 J Copps 
Federa 1 Communications C o m r ~ u s s l o n  
4.15 12th St ree t , ,  liLJ 

hirimston D C 2 f 1 5 E 8 1  

Dear 1,iichael Cupps.  

1 ,:*it . :?r i t ing t u  voice my o p p o s i t i o n  t o  any FCC-mandated a .dopt lon of "boroadcast 
chnology fo r  d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  A s  a consumer and c i t i z e n .  I feel  

t h a t  such  a p o l i c y  would b e  bad f o r  i n n o v a t i o n .  consumer r l g h t s .  and t h e  
a d o p t i o n  of DTV 

A r o h s t .  c o m p e t i t i v e  market f o r  consumer alectronlcs n u s t  Le r o o t e d  1r1 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ n u f a c t u r e r s '  a b i l i t v  t o  i n n o v a t e  f o r  the:rr  customers A l l o n l n g   tov vie s t u d i o s  tc, 
up  to f e a t u r e s  of DTV-reception equipment vi11 e n a b l e  t h e  s t u d i o s  to  ta l l  
t a ; h r ~ o l u g i s t s  what nev p r o d u c t s  t hey  can  create. T h i s  w i l l  result in m o d u c t s  
t.hat rlrin't. necessar i1 .y  reflect Tvhat consumers  l i k e  m e  a c t u a l l y  want.  and i t  rcnulcl 
result i n  me b e i n g  cha rged  more iiioney f u r  I n f e r l o r  f u n c t i o n a l l t y  

I f  the FCC i s s u e s  a b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  mandate.  I would a c t u a l l y  be  less 1 i P . e l y  t o  
make an inves tment  In DTV-capable r e c e i v e r s  and o t h e r  equiument  I w i l l  no t  ulay 
~*mre for d e v i c e s  t h a t  limit my r i g h t s  a t  t h e  b e h e s t  of Hollyrmod Ple.?se do no t  
m a r d a t e  b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  technologv for d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  Thank you i d s  y o u r  tnsle 

s 1 ncere.: 1' 
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Commissioner Michael J Copps  
Feclera 1 Cunmunica t i o n s  C o m m i s s i o n  
4 1 5  1 2 t h  S t ree t ,  NIT 
!,iashington. D C 2 0 5 5 3  

l!rir l i l chae l  Copps 

1 ~ I I L  *vrit ing ti2 voice my u p p o s i t i o n  t u  a n y  FCC-mandated admption of " b r o a d c a s t  
i h g "  t echno logy  for  d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  A s  a consumer and c i t i z e n .  I 'feel 
s t r o n g l y  tha.t s u c h  a p o l i c y  would be bad f o r  i n n o v a t i o n ,  consumer r i g h t s .  and the 
iultimate a d o p t i o n  of  DTV 

A n-Nhnst c o m n e t i t i v e  market for consumer e l e c t r o n i c s  must. he rooted vn 
ah,  1 1  t .v  t o  i n n o v a t e  for t . h e i r  cus tomers  

~-~ ~~~~~~~ . ~~~~ ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ 

m n r n i  - rc t ,urers '  ~ _... . . -  ~ ~~~ ~~~~ ~ ~~ ~~~~~~ Allowing I R O V I ~  s t u d i o s  to 
veto f e a t u r e s  of DTV-reception equipment m r l l  e n a b l e  t h e  s t u d i o s  to tal l  
t.a~:hnologlsts vha t  ne%, p r o d u c t s  t hey  can c r e a t e  T h i s  w i l l  result I N  products 
t , h t  iinn't.  n e c e s s a r i 1 . y  reflect  s h a t  consumers l i k e  me a c t u a l l y  want. and i t  c o u l d  
r e s u l t  i n  me br ing  cha rged  181o1-e money for I n f e r i o r  f u n c t i u n a l i t y  

Ii t h e  FCC issues a t i roadcas t  f l a g  mandate.  I would a c t u a l l y  be less 1ikel:r t o  
make an muast.nent in DTT?-capable r e c e i v e r s  and o t h e r  equipmarit I w i l l  not pay 
m:,~r-r f r ~ r  denices  t h a t  limit my r i g h t s  a t  the b e h e s t  of Hollywood Pledse do n o t  
mnnd.,te b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  technology f o r  d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  Thank :mu for y o u r  time 

S i n c e r e l y .  



~ 1 %  Page 1 of 1 2 12 53 AM, 10/22l03 541 5023099 



Page 1 of 1 Z 13 51 AM, 10122103 5413025093 I ,I 

October 22, 2003 

m~1ssioner Michael J Copps 
- ersl Communications Commission 

4 4 5 ,  12th Street. HW 
Washingt.nn. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

r Michael Copps 

I am . r r i t i r L , j  t,:, vuicr my opposi t ion tu an:? FCC-mandated aduut ior i  cNf "b roadcas t  
t l , - rg"  technrrlrmgy for digital televlslon As a cnnsuner and cltlzen. I feel 
- t r r ~ n ~ q l v  that, su8:h a policy vouls3 be bad f87r innovation. consumer rights. and the 
1~11 t, ima t e adapt, icin of DTV 

A robust. cmipetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 4n 
rNranuf.3cturers' a b i l l t y  to innovate for their customers. kllor'ring movi4 studios tu 
veto features of DTB-reception equipment ,:?ill enable the studios to tell 
te i :hnolngis ts  ?That new products they can create. This will result in droducts 
t . h t  don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result .  111 me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

I t  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less Xikely to 
~ ~ ~ a k . r  an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I w i L 1  not. pa:, 
more fur devices  that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyr,rood Please do nut 
ia,inri,?te broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank jluu for y o u r  t i r s e  

t:l n13er.e 1;: 

FL 3 2 5 4 7  
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October 22, 2003 

Cotntnirnaner hlichiel 1. Coppi 
Federll Cotnmunicauons Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
TVishingtoi~. D.C. 20534 

Dear nllchael Copps, 

I an wnutig to voice my oppositioti to m y  FCC-matidated adoptlon of "broadcast tlag" technolmgy for  dtptal 
television As a consumer a id  citizen. I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for  mnairadoti, consumer 
nylits. a id  die uluinate adopuon of DTL'. 

.i robust, cornpeuuve market for consuner electronics must  be rooted in manutachlreri' abihty to innovate for 
their  customers. ..Ulo\wng m o m e  smd ios  to veto featores of D T V - r ~ p t l o n  equipment d l  e m L k  the s m d l ~ j  to 
tell technolomiti what new products they cat1 create. 'Illis will result in products that d o d t  tieces~sanly rttlect 
n h t  consumers like me achdlywui t ,  md it could result in me being charged more money for ihfeiroi 
h U C t i O t l 2 l i l h j .  

I t  the  FCC issues * Lrondcart tlag mandate, I would actually be les i  likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
ieceii ier~ and other equipment. I d l  not ply more for  devices that limit my lights at the behest bf Hollyvoad. 
Please do not tnmdate broadcast flag technology for &gtd television. Thank you for  pour time. 

S,*,cereIy, 

Xlathieu Mvlasseboeuf 
1 Place Stdingrad 
P u t e u x .  92600 
F t l t l C C  

I 
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October 22 2003 

Cornrnlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wasnlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am Wrltlng to VOlce my OppOSItlOn to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for lonovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or ON 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to lnnovatb lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment will enable the studlns to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls will result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for inferior functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I will not purchase any DN-snabIed equlpment It's as slmple as that 

Thank you 101 your tlme 

Slncerely 

D a n k  Arbuckle 
174R w 30th st apI#l20 
Los Angeles. CA 90007 
LJSA 
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October 22 2003 

Cointnlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adaptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and Citizen I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultimate 
adaptlon of D N  

A robust competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to lnnovatb for their 
rustomers Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment will enable the studlos td tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money Tor lnTerlorTunctlonallh/ 

I i  the FCC Issues a broadcast tlag mandate I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTd-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollvwood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Mark Budzyn 
11  vanderbllt Place 
Woodbrldge NJ 07095 
i JSA 
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October 22, 2003 

Cotntnissmner Michael j. Coppi 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. N\V 
~ X ' x l n n ~ o n .  D.C. 20554 

Drar Xiichael Copps, 

I an writing to voice my opposition to m y  FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast tlag" technoligy for digital 
telmision A s  a consumer stid citizen, I feel strongly that such a p o l ~ y w o u l d  be bad tor mnmiadml, consumer 
tqlit, ,  m d  the ultltnate adoption of DTV. 

.+ robust. competitlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacbreri '  ability to innovate for 
their customers. .%l~ow~ng m o n e  shldios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment unli enable the studios to 
tell technologists what i i e v  products they can create. T h i s  will result in products that d o d t  necespnly ieflect 
n h a t  consumers like m e  xtuallyu.mt, md it could result in me  being charged more monej~ for  ihfetror 
tunctiondlty 

Ii the  FCC ~ S S U ~ E  a broadcast tlag mandate, I would a c t d l y  be less likely to make ati investment in DTWcapable 
receivers a d  other equipment. I d l  not pily more for devices that limit my rights at the  behest bf Hollywood. 
Please do not  mandate broadcast flag technology for drgtal  televlsion. Thank you for your tlme. 

SltlCerely. 

Klchard Zau.adzh 
624 Spice Trader Way 
Apt H 
Orlrtido. FL 32616 
l.'S.% 
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October 22. 2003 

Commissioner Ziichael]. Coppz 
F~r i e rd  Comtnunicitions Coinmiision 
445 12th Street. K W  
T'l'ish~n,qon. D.C. 20554 

Dear l h c h a e l  Copp;, 

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technolhgy for dc~tal 
relernsion. A; a consumer atid citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for ~ n n m m ~ ~ q  consumer 
rtplhts, ad the  ulhmate adoption of DTV. 

:I mbuit.  coinpetitlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted $1, mmufscmrers' Ibility i o  innovate toor 
thrtr customers. Allowing movie s t u d i o s  to veto features of DTV-recepbon equipment mill m a t i e  the ihiriar IO 

tell technologists what new products they cdtl create. This  will result in products that don't neceasatlly retlect 
what consumers like me nchdly  want, and it could result in me bemg charged more money for d e n o r  
fuuncuondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actudly be lees likely to make at, tnveshneni 111 DTV-capable 
receivers itld other equipment. I urd1 not p ~ y  more for devices that limit my rights at t h e  behest of Hollywood. 
Pleare do not mandate broadcast flag technology for  & g t d  teleaiimn Thank you For your time. 

sltlcer,l~-. 

10.e ..ilmat,za 
315 9th St. 
R o d  O& M I  48067 
csli 
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Ocrober 22 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A rObu9t competltlve market for consumer electrbnlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to vera features of DN-receptlon equipment wlll enable the studlos td tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consutjers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor runctlonalty 

I f  the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In Dnhcapable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Plea$e do not mandate 
broadcast flag rechnology tor dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely. 

Kurt Easham 
425 Nordberg Ave NW 
Grand Raplds. MI 49504 
USA 



I<&eit Lesko 
28 Avenue €3 
New York 

hI nczsel y, 

1 
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Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. I)C 20554 

VIA 1:ACSIMILE 

I)e:ir Comuii ssioiier Copps, 

As :I coiisiinici- ol'bi-oadcast television. electronics, and computer products. 1 urge $e Federal 
Cominunications Commission to vote against the adoption o f a  "broadcast flag." 1 ani gt-avcl? 
ctmceined that :I tiroadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televisioni. 

'flic digital televibioii transition relies on convincing consumers of the kiielits of switching to and 
Ixying digital televisioii equipment. 'l'liat ti-ansition will tx h i -  more palat:ible to  me as a consumer 
I I's\\itching doesn't mean discarding niy existing lionie network buying nc\v liigli~rcsolution 
iiispl:iys. aiid finding ro(~iii l'or yet anothci- dcvicc i n  my liviiig room. Pleasc do not allow the 
MI'AA and its allics to llindcr the transition by making LIS buy spcial-puqmse D T v  devices that 
arc nioi-e expensive and less valuable. 

I n  dciition. 1 ani very concerned about the fair-use implications ol'lhe broadcast I l ~ g .  With today's 
techtiology. I can Iic niorc than a passive recipient of content -- I can nivditi;, creaF, and 
pal-ticipatc. I can record 'IV to watch latei-: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
iiio\.ic: send an eniail clip of my child's football ganic to a distaut relative: or recutti a TV pi-ogi-ani 
onto a DVT) and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems design@d to remove t h i s  
conti-ol and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I t ' the inoi'e to digital television docs not make the public's viewing experiencc more cnjoyablc. 
Ilexitile. and exciting, what conipelliiig reason do 1 have :is a consumer to buy nc\it digital 
ecluirmciit'? A prcttici-'lV picture is hardly enough reason for me to diqxnsc with all my cument 
coiisuiiici- clcctronics a11d conipiiter ecluipmeiit. As a citizen and coiisunici- of broadcast televisioti. I 
rugc >.ou lo proinote the digital transition by opposing the bmadcast flag. 

Si nccrcly. 

lkiwat-d R. Farren 
33OX 'Turner Ln 
Clic\.>. Chase. MI3 20815 
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October 22, 2003 

COlTlmliilonef M,chnel J. coppi 
Federd Cotntnumi:auotis Commission 
445 12th Street. Wi' 
TT'~ih~ngton.  D.C. 20554 

Dear XLlichael Coppi, 

I an wntmg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technoldgy for  
tcleviiion A s  a conmmer and atizen, I feeel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnavadon, consumer 
rights, md  the ultlmite adoption of DTV. 

;i robust3 campetrtrne market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. A%llouw~g movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment vdl enable the studms to 
tell technologits what n e w  products they can create. T h ~ s  will result in products that don't necesbanli; reflect 
\ rhat  ~ o i i ~ u m t r s  like me  achldlywant, ,and it could result in me  being charged more money for  ihfetior 
i U l I C t J O t l a l l h j .  

I i  die FCC issues a broadcast flag mandatei I would actually be less likely to make lli investmeng in DTV-capable 
~ecei i rer i  m i d  other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest bf Hollywood. 
l'lease do not maidate broadcast ilqe technology for digitd television. Thank you for your time. 

slncrlely, 



Ikimis McAvoy 
345 E. Prospect 
Montevista, CO 81 144 

1 



Kathleen Keeiiey 
614 Antkew Ave 
Westerville, OII 430x1 

1 
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October 21, 2003 

commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast t l a ~ ~ ~  technology tor dlg/tal televlslon A3 a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for lnnovatlon, consumer rights. and the ultimate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features or DN-receptlon equipment WIII enable the studlos td tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create This wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consu$ers Ilke me 
actually want and It could restilt In me belng charged more money for Inferior functlonallty. 

. 

I1 the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Ken Wronklewlcz 
183 Rock Harbor Lane 
Foster Clty. CA 94404 
USA 
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October 21. 2003 

commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commls~lon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlghal televlslon A3 a 
consumer and cltlzen, 1 (eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation. consumer rlghts. anp the ultlmate 
adoprlon 01 O N  

A robust, competltlve market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to lnnovat lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reception equlpment wI1l enable the studlos t J tell technaloglsts 
what new products they can create. Thls will result In products that don't ~~ecessarlly reflect what consurjers IIke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnrsrlor lunctlonallty 

I1 tne FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In D d c a p a b l e  recelvers 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest 01 Hollvwood Pleade do not mandate 
broadcast llag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Sarah Dyer 
23 Fledler Ave 
Staten Island, NY 10301 
USA 
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October 21. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlg 
consumer and cltlzen I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for lnnovatlon, consumer rlghts, ar 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, cornpetltlve market for conSumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to lnnovti 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment w1lI enable the studlos t 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consu 
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In D T  
and other equlpment I will not pay more for devlces that I lmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Ple: 
broadcast rlag technology Tor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

slncerely 

Ethan Butteflleld 
851 S Klhel Rd #0214 
Klhel HI 96753 
USA 

.al televlslon As a 
1 the ultlmate 

I for their 
tell technologlsts 
ers llke me 

capable receivers 
e do not mandate 
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October 21. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
Fcdcral Communicstions Commission 
445 12th Stteet, NIX' 
IVvi~hmgon. D.C. 20354 

Dear nllchael Copps, 

I zn .rmbn_e to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast the" technolqgy for  d t g t d  
television A s  a conminer and ahZen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for  inno~mdon, consumer 
nglhts. and the ulumate adoption of DTV 

.". robust, compeuuve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in rnanutactureri' ability do innovate roar 
their customecs. .%Ilowiiig movie s t u d i o s  to veto features of DTV-reception equipment u d l  enable the studios to 

what consumers like m e  acmally wmt,  a id  t t  could result in m e  being charged more money  tor ~~{feetror 
tell technolopiti u h t  new products they cat, create. T h l i  ~ l l  result in products that don't Ilec&dy reflect 

funcuondlty 
~ 

Ii the  FCC i i i u e j  a broadcast tlag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make UI invesunetitiin DTV-capablt 
receivers atid other equipment. I will not pay more For devices that limit my lights I t  the behest +fHolly~vood.  
Please do not muidste broadcast tlag technology for dtgtd television. ?hank you tor your hme. ~ 

S,,ICH+, 
! 

iiirje Schrader 
54 IT'. Tulpehacken St 
Philadelphia, PA 19144 
rs.\ 



October ?la 2003 

Commissioner Mv~lclvael J. Copps 
Fedcrd Cotnmutncations Commission 
445 12th Street. NTV 
K ' ~ i h q t o n .  D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I an wnutig to voice m>- opposiuoti to m y  FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast ti& techno1 ev for  +tal 
tclcvtilon. -4s 2 coniumes m d  c~hzen, I feel itrotid? that such Y pohcywould be bad foot I ~ I U V . & ,  consumes 
ty l i t i .  atld the ultimate adapuoti of DTV. ~ 

:\ robust, campeuave mvrket fox consumer electronics must be rooted in mmuf~acmreri' ability 9. innovate for 
their  customers. .Ulammg mowe studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment mill enable the srudms to 
tell technologirt; what neu' products they can create. This will result in products that don't necesbanly retlect 
\ r h t  caniumers like me actually want. and it could result in me being charged more money for $$fenor 
function ail^. 

Ii I I L ~  FCC issues a broadcast tlag maidate, I would actually be leis  likely to malv atl investinenq in DTV-capable 
receivers md other equipment. I d l  not pay more for  devices that limit my nghtr at die behest 4f Hollymood. 
l'leise do not matldate broadcast flag technology for digital television. ?hank you for your hme. , 
sl*,cesely> 

i m i  35tli riVrrlue 

, 
Steven himstrong 

Plruimt P r a n e .  WI 53155 
lL'S.4 
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October 21, 2003 

Cornmmssmner hlichatl 1, Coppi. 
Fcdcrd Corntnut~icatlot~i Coinmission 
445 12th Street, \-\V 
TV~slhigoti .  D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael C o p p ~ .  

I un umung to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast tlag" techno1 
television. .%s a cnnzumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for  innova 
y i i t s ,  and the ultimate adoptton of DTV 

11 robust, compeuuve market foor consumer electronics must be rooted in mmufx tu re r s '  ability 
rlieii~ customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enat 
trli teclmaloEits u h t  t i n v  products they can create. This  will result in products that doii't nece 
d i n t  consumers like me  actudlyumit, and It could result in me being charged more money for 9 

hnctlonallty 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast tlag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make m mvesttnen 
receivers u id  other equipment. I will no t  pky more for devices thit  limit my nglits st the  behest 
Plevie do not inatidate broadcast tlag technology for di i t l l  televmoti. n u n k  you for  your time. 

Smcrt-el~-. 

R mi j anin Wdlmg 
4-68 Edgemoor Cit 
PAn Harbor3 FL 34685 
LE.$ 

Y1 w for dlgtal 
sn, consumer 

3 innovate for 
e the shldios to 

.fenor 
:a+ retlect 

in DTWcapable 
d Holl>Tvood. 
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October 21, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dl( 
cnnsumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, ar 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' ablllty to lnnova 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlan equlpment WIN enable the studlos t8 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily retlect what consul 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor Inferlor functlonallty. 

I f  the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In D T  
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Ples 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely 

Shane Cells 
5874 Southwlnd Dr 
San Jose. CA95138 
USA 

'ai televlslon As a 
I the ultlmate 

~ for thelr 
tell technologlsts 
ers llke me 

capable recelvers 
e do not mandate 
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October 21, 2003 

Comtnissiawer Michael 1. Copps 
Fpderal Cotnmutiicauonr Cornmisston 

K'iih~ngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear I.lichae1 Coppr, 

I an umttig to voice my oppositioti to atly FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" techno1 
television. .k a consumer and ciuzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innom 
syht,t,. aid the ultimate adoption of DTV 

..i robust. competltlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in matlufaacturers' sbility 
their custoiners. AUlovnng movie s t u d ~ a i  to veto features of DTV-recepuon equipment urd enat 
tell technologists what new products they can create. 'Illis a d 1  result in products that doti't nece! 
\r.lmt consumers like me ac tud lyma~~t .  and it could result in me being chnrged more money for 1 

445. 12th Street, N W  

tu,lCtlO*Ull~. 

Ii the  FCC l i m e s  %broadcast flag inandate, I would achldly be less likely to make an investmen 
recei~iers stid other equipment. I will not pay more for devices thst limit my rights at the behest 
Pleise do not inandate broadcast flag technology for dgtal television. Thank you for your ume. 

S l * K d y >  

IOLO conutlentalE way ~ 2 0 9  
Brilnotlt. CA 94002 

7 ohti Dunning 

lLTS..i 

gy for dqtd 
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, innovate for 
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tn D??'-cap.~bIe 
sf Hollywood. 


